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There is a fundamental divide between the views of proponents of Confederate 
monuments and those who consider them symbols of white supremacy. Exploring the 
intricacies of this debate, this master’s paper will address the following questions: Are 
proponents of Confederate monuments aware of the memorials’ ties to historical white 
supremacy? And if not, how can archival materials affect their perception of a 
Confederate monument in the southern United States? This study recruited survey 
participants from Confederate heritage societies in North Carolina who support leaving 
Confederate monuments as they are. The survey began with screening questions to 
determine baseline opinions on Confederate monuments. Following these questions, the 
survey experiment displayed archival documentation that illustrated white supremacist 
ideas and goals in speeches delivered at installments of four Confederate monuments in 
the early 21st century in the state, then asked follow-up questions to see if this 
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The controversial Confederate monument known as Silent Sam stood at the main 
entrance of University of North Carolina for more than a century. Despite decades of 
protests by students and local residents, the monument remained supported by 
conservative alumni and state legislators. On the eve of the fall semester of 2018, 
protestors tore it down. Later in the academic year, Chancellor Carol Folt removed the 
pedestal and resigned.  
Confederate monuments remain a controversial topic throughout the United 
States. “Take the statues down” demanded columnist Yoni Appelbaum in The Atlantic 
(2017), while an NPR story explained why “Civil Rights activist [Andrew Young] argues 
to keep Confederate monuments” (Chang, 2017). Meanwhile, an opinion columnist for 
USA Today urged states to “keep Confederate monuments but put their horrific history on 
center stage” using historical interpretation and contextual panels (Cose, 2017). The 
justification behind these headlines is complex: Some southerners consider the markers a 
way to honor the Confederate dead and remember their history and heritage, while others 
recognize these monuments as symbols of racism and hate, noting that they perpetuate 
the Lost Cause mythology and promote white supremacy. The conversation is 
complicated, with many stakeholders voicing opinions informed by varying perspectives 
and backgrounds.  
Exploring the intricacies of this debate, this master’s paper will address the 
following research questions: Are proponents of Confederate monuments aware of their 
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greater historical context, specifically regarding white supremacy? And if not, 
how can archival materials affect their perception of a Confederate monument in the 
southern United States? In particular, this study will examine the attitudes and 
perceptions of North Carolina residents who support keeping the state’s Confederate 
monuments and memorials as they are, and their reactions after receiving deeper 
contextualization of the monument through archival documents during an online survey. 
For the sake of brevity, these documents will address the speeches delivered at the 
monument’s installation, though a broader contextualization would also include 
information about who funded the monuments, their locations, the political and cultural 
climate during which each monument was raised, and more. Ideally, this constructivist, 
qualitative study of a small convenience sample will determine whether this deeper 
contextualization has any effect on preconceived perceptions of monument supporters.  
This topic is inspired by the author’s personal experience as a historical 
interpreter at a state historic site. Visitors often want to share their views that Confederate 
monuments should be protected and supported, yet it is clear they have little to no 
understanding of the historical context of such monuments. As an interpreter, my goal is 
to inform the public and prompt them to think critically about issues and topics they have 
never questioned before. This study is an extension of that work.  
This paper will also draw on the research of previous UNC School of Information 
and Library Science student Caitlin Rivas, Understanding the Archivist’s Role in the 
Contextualization, Removal, and Relocation of Confederate Monuments at Cultural 
Heritage Institutions (2019). Rivas’s research deemed archives as “an important resource 
for finding documentation on a monument’s origins and legal right to remain, 
understanding a monument’s place in their institution’s history, informing the decision to 
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remove a Confederate monument, and/or framing public conversations on the 
Confederate monument debate both locally and nationwide.” However, her interviewees 
expressed varying degrees of doubt over the efficacy of contextualized monuments. This 
study should provide deeper insight of this question, albeit from only one perspective of 





The following literature review is divided into four parts: monuments and their 
meaning, historical context of the Civil War and Lost Cause ideology, the national debate 
over Confederate monuments, and the relevance of archival documents and archivists in 
that debate. I gathered scholarly and current news resources covering these topics over 
several months. Rivas’s 2019 master’s paper proved to be an excellent starting point to 
locate relevant literature using footnote chasing techniques (Bates, 1989). I also obtained 
supplemental literature by subject searches in online databases and search engines, taking 
particular interest in resources from public history and sociology backgrounds.  
 
Monuments	and	Their	Meaning	
Commemoration through monuments is common across the physical and 
historical American landscape, rooted in the cultural practices of a nation born out of 
European colonialism. French sociologist Maurice Halbwachs argued in the first modern 
academic study of memory, The Social Frameworks of Memory (1925),  that all memory 
is a social process, shaped by the various groups (family, religious, geographical, etc.) to 
which individuals belong (Savage, n.d.).  
The word monument is derived from the Latin verb moneo, which means to bring 
notice of, or to remind. Communities often go to great lengths to create and maintain 
monuments as sites of memory, in recognition that “our link with the past is through 
those physical memory sites that give permanence to memory” (Rodrigo, 2013). 
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Bellentani and Panico (2016) build on Halbwachs and Rodrigo’s ideas and 
define monuments as “built forms erected to confer dominant meanings on space.” In 
other words, a monument involves some level of interpretation and determination of what 
is worth remembering before it is erected. This definition is critical to the understanding 
of monuments: it means that “a monument is not history itself . . . [it] commemorates an 
aspect of history, representing a moment in the past when a public or private decision 
defined who [or what] would be honored in a community’s public spaces” (AHA 
Statement, 2017). Furthermore, “political elites erect monuments to promote selective 
historical narratives that focus on convenient events and individuals while obliterating 
what is discomforting” (Bellentani and Panico, 2016). In doing so, “all monuments are 
selective representations of reality” (Sedore, 2003). So not only do Confederate 
monuments represent what was considered significant at their time of installation, but 
they offer only the perspective of those who installed them—in this case, usually 
wealthy, white men and women with ties to the political elite. However, it is important to 
note that despite these scholarly definitions and ideas, some supporters of Confederate 
monuments today frequently argue that removing a monument is equivalent to erasing 
history.  
Monuments also serve an identity-creating purpose, and perhaps this tie to 
personal identity contributes to the contention in the debate over Confederate 
monuments. Monuments that promote a collective memory of war for certain 
communities are “important in forming a national identity, creating an overarching 
framework into which particular and diverse local interests can be inserted” (Bodnar, 
1996). These monuments create the illusion that residents of a particular region—such as 
the American south—share a common past, present, and future. Such is the case with 
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Confederate monuments, creating a new identity for white Southerners dealing 
with the defeat of war and wanting to assert their superiority, albeit one based on the Lost 
Cause mythology, which will be discussed in detail below. Once again, there is an 
important caveat here: These monuments help build a Southern identity that is racially 
white, and not inclusive of all.  
 
Historical	Context	of	Confederate	Monuments	and	the	Lost	Cause	
Historical context is essential to understanding the legacy of Confederate 
monuments. It encompasses the social, cultural, and political conditions and the climate 
of opinion that existed at the time when a monument was installed. Understanding these 
environments can help us understand what motivated those who erected such monuments.  
Historians agree that most Confederate monuments were installed in a widely 
cited ideological movement called the Lost Cause, which sought to reframe the South’s 
effort and ultimate defeat as noble and dutiful (Horton, 2017). As reported by sociologist 
James Loewen in an op-ed in the Washington Post, “as soon as the Confederates laid 
down their arms, some picked up their pens and began to distort what they had done and 
why” (Loewen, 2015). Lost Cause ideology shifted the focus from the Confederacy’s 
defense of slavery and institutionalized violence and oppression to a nostalgic, 
sentimental rendering of states’ rights, protection of the U.S. Constitution, and the long-
lost chivalric past. The Lost Cause also justified the South’s loss due to sheer numbers of 
Union soldiers fighting in the “War of Northern Aggression” and lack of access to 
equipment.  
This resulting mythology took hold of the nation and still persists through 
textbooks, historic sites, and yes, monuments. In areas that had no local Confederate 
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heroes to memorialize, officials often installed monuments dedicated to a lone 
sentinel, like Silent Sam in Chapel Hill, or to fallen Southern soldiers in general. By 
dedicating the monuments to the Confederate dead, it allows descendants to revere and 
support Confederate soldiers while forgetting the system of oppression and inequity they 
were fighting for.  
Considering the time at which most of the monuments were erected can help us 
understand what motivated their installation. Two distinct periods saw a significant rise 
in the dedication of monuments and other symbols. The first occurred between 1900 and 
1920, amid the period during which states were enacting Jim Crow laws to disenfranchise 
African Americans and re-segregate society and during which saw a dramatic resurgence 
of the Ku Klux Klan. The second period occurred between the 1950s and 1960s, “the 
period encompassing the modern civil rights movement” (Whose Heritage, 2019).  
This correlation is not coincidental. “Memorials to the Confederacy were 
intended, in part, to obscure the terrorism required to overthrow Reconstruction, and to 
intimidate African Americans politically and isolate them from the mainstream of public 
life” (AHA Statement, 2017). Many scholars argue that these memorials were meant to 
relay to African Americans that the values that the South fought for—including 
oppression and white supremacy—were still very much at play in current society. This 
veiled message may be conveyed by placing a monument to Confederate soldiers in front 
of a court house, or it might not have been veiled at all—dozens of installation speeches 
explicitly address this topic at the time, even if the memorial itself does not include that 
language. This distorted heritage of Confederate monuments ignores—or worse, 
glorifies—racial injustice and bigotry, and then perpetuates those very ideas into future 
generations (Clowney, 2016). As an example, “events in Charlottesville and elsewhere 
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indicate that these symbols of white supremacy are still being invoked for 
similar purposes” (AHA Statement, 2017). After all, the systematic racism that helped 
install these monuments is still very much in place.  
Moreover, the built environment, including monuments, has been shaped by 
government leaders and ruling elites, as they are typically the only groups with the 
sufficient resources for such projects. Those with dominion over land have used their 
power to teach the public their own political and historical lessons continuously. The 
landscape tends to exclude marginalized communities as a result. “Landscape has played 
a crucial, and largely unexamined, role in the creation and maintenance of racial 
hierarchies” (Clowney, 2013).  
For this reason, many scholars believe that “statues that venerate the Confederacy 
convey an obviously racialized message” (Clowney, 2013). This racialized message can 
be obvious to those who have personally experienced racism or studied systemic racial 
oppression, but hidden to those who have been privileged enough not to experience it. 
Based on my conversations as a historical interpreter, it does not seem that all supporters 
of Confederate monuments believe the monuments to be racist; in fact, I think they still 
support the installation of those monuments because they are ignorant of the reasons 
behind why they were installed in the first place. It is for this reason that a study like this 
is warranted, to explore whether additional knowledge and context can change 
perception.  
Ultimately, “the public will shape its memory of the past based on an act of faith 
that . . . site professionals [as well as government officials and institutions] have not 
allowed biased or romanticized representations of historic events, causation, and 
outcomes” (Winsboro, 2016). Yet this is exactly what has happened in the case of 
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Confederate monuments, and it has now contributed to a deeply divided 
national debate over the subject. As noted by the American Historical Association (2017), 
“nearly all monuments to the Confederacy and its leaders were erected without anything 
resembling a democratic process. Regardless of their representation in the actual 
population in any given constituency, African Americans had no voice and no 
opportunity to raise questions about the purposes or likely impact of the honor accorded 
to the builders of the Confederate States of America.” This is no longer the case, as 
opposition toward Confederate monuments continues to rise.  
 
Understanding	the	National	Debate	Over	Confederate	Monuments	
In a November 2018 Winthrop poll, 42% of Southerners surveyed said 
monuments to Confederate soldiers who died during the Civil War should be left just as 
they are. Another 28% said plaques should be added to the monuments to provide context 
and historical interpretation, while 23% said they should be moved to a museum. 
Detailed results of this poll are included in Table 1.   
Table 1:  
Which of the following comes closest to your opinion about what to do 
with monuments or memorials to Confederate soldiers who died during 
the Civil War? (Cell entries represent percent responding as indicated. 
Columns may not sum to 100 due to rounding.) 
 
 All (%) White (%) Black (%) 
Leave them just as 
they are. 42 47 26 
Leave them, but 
add a plaque or 
marker for context 
and historical 
interpretation 
28 31 16 
Move them to a 
museum 23 17 42 
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Remove them 
completely 5 3 13 
Not sure/Don’t 
know 2 1 3 
Refused 1 0 1 
Source: December 2018 Winthrop Poll Southern Focus Survey 
 
To bring this closer to home, a 2019 Elon poll queried North Carolina residents 
on the same topic (view Table 2). Table 2 displays that most respondents to the poll 
believed that the monuments should remain in public spacing. It is worth noting that the 
majority of participants (72.7%) also felt that installing plaques that provide historical 
context beside the memorials beside the monuments was a good idea.   
Table 2: Recently there has been some controversy about what to do with 
Confederate monuments on public, government-owned property (e.g. 
parks, city squares, court houses). Which of the following statements 
comes closest to your view? 
 











monuments should be 




Source: 2019 Elon Poll on Confederate Monuments and Symbols 
 
National conversation about Confederate monuments and symbols usually ebbs 
and flows based on current events, but it has become more intense following the horrific 
events in Charleston and Charlottesville. Both the massacre of nine African-American 
worshippers at Mother Emanuel Church in Charleston, South Carolina, on June 17, 2015, 
and the white supremacist rally in Charlottesville, Virginia, that left one counter-protestor 
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dead on August 12, 2017, seemed to be something of a wake-up call to many 
white people. A rising tide of voices—from local protestors to national columnists and 
celebrities—began to call for the removal for these monuments, while some white 
conservative government officials demanded for them to stay. As a response to the public 
call for removal, some state governments—including North Carolina’s—enacted laws 
that prevent removal of monuments following these events (Wahlers, 2015). Other states 
with similar laws include Alabama, Georgia, Mississippi, South Carolina, Tennessee, and 
Virginia (Natanson, 2019).  
Within this contentious debate, three main solutions have come forward, as 
evidenced by the options in the Winthrop and Elon polls. New Orleans mayor Mitch 
Landrieu famously argued for removal of the monuments, stating that they celebrate 
white supremacy rather than educate about the history of the Civil War (Cosson, 2017). 
The American Historical Association released a similar statement, noting that “To 
remove a monument . . . is not to erase history, but rather to alter or call attention to a 
previous interpretation of history.” (AHA Statement, 2017).  
Others would prefer to let them remain but add contextualization via interpretive 
panels alongside the monuments. Several cities have taken or are working toward this 
action, especially as a stopgap because many states prohibit their removal, as mentioned 
above (Natanson, 2019). Sheffield Hale, president and chief executive of the Atlanta 
History Center, said of the interpretive panels installed at the city’s monuments, “I do 
think it gives [people] a starting point, which is sorely needed right now, in our society, 
as a way to deal with contentious issues. Let’s argue about the facts, let’s put them down 
on paper—or on a marker—and have a conversation about them” (Shah, 2019).  
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Still others support leaving them unchanged to commemorate heritage 
of the South. Some of these supporters believe the monuments serve as a reminder of the 
tragedy of war and honor the Confederate dead, while others—as evidenced by the 
Charlottesville Unite the Right rally—recognize the monuments’ ties to white 
supremacist ideologies. Few other supporters have a different take: Ryan Andrew 
Newson (2017) argues “it is dangerous because to remove (certain) monuments in 
(certain) contexts may do little more than assuage white guilt, perpetuate a moral 
blindness whereby white people are less and less able to see the way current structural ills 
are continuations of sins of the past” (p. 136).  
As evidenced by the Winthrop and Elon polls as well as media coverage, public 
opinion remains strongly divided. Of course, these sources are operating under the same 
assumptions: that providing historical contextualization works to build greater 





This brings us to a bigger question: what do archives and archival documents 
have to do with Confederate monuments and public memory?  
Human memory—collective and individual—is fragile. Richard Ned Lebow 
provides this working definition of memory: 
 
We use memory in a double sense: to refer to what people remember—or 
more accurately, what they think they remember—and to describe efforts 
by individuals, groups, and states to foster or impose memory in the form 
of interpretations and commemorations of their country’s wartime and 
experience (Lebow, Kansteiner, and Fogu, 2006). 
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I would offer that monuments and archives share this purpose: to establish 
memory and identity. And while archives hold the same written documents that survivors 
of the Civil War used to perpetuate the Lost Cause, they also hold the documentation that 
can be used to further understand and reshape this falsified meaning.  
“Archivists are the silent stakeholders in these conversations,” posits Rivas 
(2019). They have immediate access to and knowledge of the primary source documents 
that shed light on a monument’s origins. Clues about who funded monuments, who 
decided where they should go, what was said about these monuments, and much more 
can be found in the archives, and should be interpreted to address these questions. 
Despite the wealth of primary source documentation, archives are an underutilized tool in 
supporting public discourse. The archives are “a natural location for the reshaping of 
memory because the evidence is right there” (Rivas, 2018). These records can serve as an 
appropriate backdrop for controversial monuments to be contextualized. However, the 











No research occurs in a neutral space. I personally feel that Confederate 
monuments have no place in the United States, and not just because of the context the 
archival record provides. Knowing that friends and peers feel unsafe or unwelcome in 
certain spaces because of such monuments is reason enough for their removal. But I 
recognize that a large number of people have a difficult time understanding that 
perspective, and they have their own reasons for supporting monuments where they 
stand.   
As a historical interpreter—a position of power—I feel it is part of my job to 
engage in this conversation with visitors. As a white woman, I also believe I have a 
responsibility to advocate for social justice and equality, and a responsibility to have this 
conversation with other white people. This research is an extension of this work.  
The goal of this study is not to persuade supporters of Confederate monuments to 
my line of thinking, but to investigate what knowledge they have regarding the context of 
Civil War monuments, and whether an approach based on fact and contextualization can 
alter minds. Ultimately, it is my hope that this survey will provide a glimpse of a way to 
move forward to a more inclusive, understanding future and to give us the tools to come 








Participants were recruited via email solicitation to chapters of Confederate 
heritage social organizations within North Carolina. These organizations include the 
United Daughters of the Confederacy and the Sons of Confederate Veterans. All 
participants were guaranteed anonymity within the study, and no personally identifying 
or demographic information was obtained.  
 
Study	Method	
Original plans for this study included focus groups or semi-structured interviews, 
which would allow for in-depth conversation about these topics. However, due to time 
constraints imposed by the brief timeline of a master’s paper, as well as concerns about 
participant recruitment and interviewer safety, a structured survey seemed to be the best 
option. An online survey would also guarantee anonymity for participants and possibly 
encourage the most truthful answers. Incorporating ideas from social exchange theory, a 
convenient, easy-to-complete online survey would also minimize perceived cost, or 
effort, of participants, and allow for higher perceived benefits: in the form of a gift card, 
which would be awarded to one participant at random, as long as the anonymous 
participant provided a form of contact information (e.g., email address or phone number) 
separately from the data of the main questionnaire.   
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Carefully crafted surveys are “a remarkably useful and efficient tool for 
learning about people’s opinions and behaviors” (Dillman, 2008). Posting this survey 
online presented its own challenges, as some segments of North Carolina’s population 
may lack internet access and/or computer literacy skills, but these limitations do not 
outweigh the advantages of convenience and ease for both the survey creator and 
participants. Some potential participants may also have a general distrust of internet 
surveys, but I tried my best to mitigate these feelings and gain participant trust by using 
profession survey software, such as Qualtrics, assuring participant anonymity, and 
communicating that the study was in line with UNC’s institutional review board. Survey 
questions were “asked exactly as worded, and in the same order, to produce comparable 
data” (Martin, 2006).  
The survey consisted of three parts; see appendix A for the full text of the survey. 
After a brief introduction that ensured participant anonymity and reiterated the 
importance of their participation, Part I included basic screening questions, using closed-
ended and scaled-response questions that determined whether a participant felt some 
level of support toward keeping Confederate monuments in place as they are. If the 
participant provided answers that demonstrated these attitudes, they were routed to Part 
II. Participants who expressed feelings that Confederate monuments should be removed 
were routed to the end of the survey. 
Part II began a brief experiment that incorporated four excerpts from digitized 
archival documents pertaining to the installation of the several Confederate monuments 
in North Carolina—Silent Sam in Chapel Hill, Mt. Zion Confederate Soldiers Monument 
in Cornelius, Granville County Confederate Monument in Oxford, and Caswell County 
Confederate Monument in Yanceyville—along with links to sources that included full 
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scans of the documents. Within each excerpt, I highlighted certain text that I 
wanted the participants to focus on and extracted this text for readability. To keep the 
survey short and to create the biggest impact in a condensed space, the highlighted texts 
included explicitly racist and/or white supremacist language.  
The final installment, Part III, concluded with a limited number of close- and open-
ended questions to ascertain if the participant’s views toward Confederate monuments in 
general altered at all. Finally, participants were routed to the final page of the 
questionnaire to thank them for their time and contribution and allow them to enter their 
contact information for a chance to win a gift card.  
I drafted the survey questions on my own and had them reviewed by experts at the 
Odum Institute at UNC. Due to time constraints, the full survey was not pre-tested before 
the study began, which would have helped identify any problems or biases in the survey 
design (Martin, 2006).  
After completion, close-ended questions were quantified while open-ended questions 
were analyzed using open coding, a technique in which researcher review texts without 
predetermining themes and ideas to watch for. Open coding is meant to “pull out from the 
data what is happening and not impose an interpretation based on pre-existing theory” 
(Gibbs, 2012).  Line-by-line coding of words, phrases, and ideas that express attitudes 
and emotions informed categories and themes across participant answers. An analysis of 
these themes informed the discussion of the study. For example, a response such as “an 




Impact, Limitations, and Results and Discussion 
	
Anticipated	Implications	of	the	Study	
The main goal of this study is twofold: 1) to determine whether the participants 
are already aware of the white supremacist context of the Confederate monuments in 
North Carolina and 2) if not, to determine whether gaining an understanding of this 
context can change their perception of the monument. If the study produces this effect, 
archivists and public historians will know that contextualizing monuments does work 
toward a goal of social justice and unity. But if participants do not alter their support of 
the monument, it means something deeper than facts is at play: perhaps cognitive 
dissonance, emotion, racism, or other factors. Though this is a qualitative study and is not 
meant to be generalized to the broader population, it can inform further study on this 
controversial topic.  
 
Limitations	
No study is perfect, and this survey is no exception. The first limitations that 
come to mind are the recruitment issues I experienced, which led to the small number of 
responses. Initially, I wanted to promote the survey at local historic sites in North 
Carolina, knowing that this would target local general populations with an interest in 
history. The previously mentioned 2019 Elon University Poll found that 65% of North 
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Carolina residents polled felt that “Confederate monuments should remain on 
public, government-owned property,” so I knew that this mode of thought was 
widespread throughout the state (Murphy, 2019). However, getting approval to promote 
the survey at state historic sites proved difficult, and I found myself looking for alternate 
recruitment strategies. I determined that emailing publicly available email addresses 
belonging to members of the United Daughters of the Confederacy and the Sons of 
Confederate Veterans would at least reach local residents who would likely make it 
through the screening questions of the survey, though they may have stronger opinions 
than the general public. Consequently, the number of respondents were limited to a 
percentage of those members, and they do not necessarily represent the greater general 
population.  
Additionally, the survey method brought its own limitations. Initially, I wanted to 
proceed with a focus group or interviews of participants, as this would allow for deeper 
conversation, follow-up questions, and in-depth interpretation of the archival documents. 
However, as a graduate student, I worried I lacked the expertise and resources to lead a 
focus group well, and I could not guarantee confidentiality to participants in the group. 
For interviews, I was worried that I would not be able to find enough volunteer 
participants to donate their time. For both methods, my advisor and family members 
mentioned possible safety and security issues, and I was concerned that participants may 
become uncomfortable due to the nature of the archival documents and withhold their 
honest opinions. Due to these concerns, I ultimately decided that an anonymous online 
survey would be the most efficient way to poll respondents, and thankfully, I was able to 
run this survey for about three weeks just prior to the news of the COVID-19 global 
pandemic of 2020. But naturally, a survey works best when it is short, to keep the interest 
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of the participants in hopes that they will complete the questionnaire. This, of 
course, limited the amount of documentation and interpretation I could provide.  Due to 
this constraint, I felt that I could focus only on one aspect of this highly complex topic, 
and I selected explicitly pro-white supremacy speeches at dedications for this survey. 
However, I would have liked to include more information about the greater context, such 
as the timing of when the monuments were built, information about the groups who 
funded and organized the monuments, the Lost Cause mythology, and the personal 
feelings of both historical and contemporary public figures who have expressed 
opposition in response to these monuments. The best interpretation of such archival 
documents includes much more than simply displaying the materials; it would provoke 
thought and conversation, personal connection, and additional questions. This is typically 
done in a museum setting, not even in archives, but the survey method is not conducive to 
this. To do this well, the survey would have become so long and cumbersome that it 
likely that few—if anyone—would have finished it.  
Additionally, though I provided a number of open-ended questions and asked for 
elaboration throughout the survey, this method does not truly allow for a deeper 
conversation. I would have loved to press participants to find out “why” behind their 
responses and pull out more discussion, but a survey format can only go so far to retrieve 
those answers and offers no opportunity to follow up. Many participants either skipped 
the open-ended answers or wrote short phrases in response, and I would have liked to 
learn more from them.  
Finally, in retrospect, the survey may have benefited from some optional 
demographic questions (e.g., age, racial and gender identity, political affiliation) to better 
understand the perspective of the respondents. While the survey was sent to members of 
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Confederate descendant groups in North Carolina and it is most likely that all 
participants identify as white and male, this is not confirmed. Given this probability, I 
will use this assumption to explore racial identity theory in the discussion because I feel 
this is a valid and significant point of discussion, but I hope readers and future 
researchers will keep this in mind when drawing any conclusions. 
 
Results	and	Discussion	
Based on my experience, the results of the survey were not surprising. Eight of 
the nine of the survey participants felt in the initial screening that monuments should be 
left where they are, as they are, without adding contextual or interpretive panels. Every 
one of them felt that the monuments represented one or both of the following ideas: 
history of the Civil War (7) and southern pride (5). Two participants also wrote in that the 
monuments symbolize respect of honor of fallen Confederate soldiers. It is worth noting 
that no participants initially felt that these monuments represented white supremacy, 
racial conflict, or any other negative ideas.  
Notably, all (8) felt that removing a monument would equate to erasing history, as 
recorded in their answers in the screening questions. Additionally, all respondents who 
finished the questionnaire (7) still felt that removing monuments equated to erasing 
history after reviewing archival documents that provide. As discussed in the literature 
search, this is a fundamental misunderstanding of what a monument is. Scholars agree 
that monuments represent the ideas that those who installed them found important, and 
not objective historical facts. This attitude may be understandable; the experiment did not 
include interpretation about the fundamental definition of a monument. 
  23 
Additionally, participants had mixed feelings about whether it was 
important to consider the intentions of the monument creators. Three initially felt that it 
was “very important” to keep these intentions in mind, three felt it was “very 
unimportant,” and two felt this was neither important or unimportant. Perhaps some of 
these responses may align with the idea that monuments equate to history: why would 
viewers need to recognize the intentions of monument creators when the memorials 
represent an objective, universal truth? Or perhaps the participants are motivated only by 
their own personal opinions about the monuments and have no need to acknowledge how 
others felt. Without further follow-up to inquire for explanations behind these decisions, 
it is difficult to account for the difference in opinion.  
Ultimately, did displaying these archival documents that provide deeper context 
into the racial atmosphere surrounding Confederate monument installation make any 
difference? Following the screening questions, every participant who finished the survey 
(7) indicated that they had read the archival documents fully. When answering the same 
questions as before, most of them did not change their minds. However, one participant 
changed his response to “monuments to fallen Confederate soldiers symbolize what?” 
from “history of the Civil War and southern pride” to “history of the Civil War and white 
supremacy and/or racial conflict.” This participant also indicated that he learned 
something new from the archival materials in the experiment, leading me to believe that 
he now has a more complex understanding of the historical context behind the 
monument. It does seem that simply providing the documentation can affect some 
change, however small (14% of respondents, in this case).  
When asked if they were already familiar with any of the material they saw during 
the experiment, four replied that they were familiar and one declined to answer. One 
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person who answered in the affirmative felt that because white supremacist 
attitudes existed in both the north and south, I needed to include racist “comments from 
Northern abolitionist[s] as well” to provide full context. One respondent who was not 
surprised by the materials felt they were the “same old efforts by the politically correct to 
attack Southern heros [sic] and heritage.” Only two respondents (28%) were surprised by 
the materials they read during the experiment, but they declined to elaborate. 
Most importantly, all respondents who finished the survey (7) answered no when 
asked the question, “do you feel that the documents you saw today have changed your 
understanding of the historical context around Confederate monuments in general?” 
Ultimately, the white supremacist archival documents did not alter anyone’s attitudes 
toward Confederate monuments, despite the fact that one respondent changed his 
response to the question about what the monuments symbolized. Based on the comments 
volunteered, there seems to be a mental justification for this—yes, the people who funded 
and installed the monuments held racist beliefs, but they didn’t build those monuments to 
reflect those racist beliefs. (It is important to note that many scholars and activists 
disagree with this idea, as discussed in the literature review.) And based on the mixed 
responses about whether it is important to understand the motivations behind the 
monuments, it seems that most respondents did not have any interest in knowing those 
motivations. This leads me to believe that most Confederate monument supporters have 
determined what the monuments mean to them from their own perspective (e.g., support 
of fallen soldiers, personal connection to ancestry, heritage), and feel justified that those 
reasons should be enough to keep the monuments just as they are, without considering 
the intentions of those who installed the monuments in the first place or respecting 
differing opinions from their neighbors.  
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Several themes emerged while reviewing the open-ended responses for 
thematic coding. Within virtually all mentions of Confederate soldiers and the South, the 
respondents used words such as “honor,” “pride,” “sacrifice,” and “heroism,” generally 
praising these people while also acknowledging that they may have held racist views. 
With these statements, there was no acknowledgement that these fallen soldiers made 
their sacrifice in an effort to separate from the United States and to keep the Southern 
economy fueled by unpaid laborers on the basis of race. Four respondents also overtly 
mentioned familial ties to soldiers who fought for the Confederacy, and for one 
participant, “pride in family should never be questioned.” I drew connections between the 
praise of Confederate heroes as ancestors of the respondents, almost as if the respondents 
considered only people who looked and thought like themselves to hold Southern 
identities. This mode of thinking excludes all other members of society who did not 
support the Confederate cause, essentially ignoring the fact that abolitionists, enslaved 
and free African-Americans, and others existed during both the Civil War and in the 
decades following, when most of the statues were erected. And if survey respondents 
don’t consider other human beings as part of the South in the 19th century, what does this 
mean for the descendants of those people exist today? 
Meanwhile, I coded three instances of aggression toward my exploration of 
explicitly white supremacist language used at the installation of Confederate monuments, 
using phrases such as “an attack against,” “destruction of,” and the “same old attempts of 
the politically correct to attack Southern heroes and heritage.” Another participant said he 
felt that I was purposefully “skewing the results” by using these particular quotations to 
contextualize the attitudes of the monument founders. To me, these statements offer 
examples of an outward display of anger and argumentation, which Robin DiAngelo 
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(2011) calls white fragility, or “a state in which even a minimum amount of 
racial stress becomes intolerable, triggering a range of defensive moves” (p. 54). Even the 
fact that one participant dropped out of the study mid-survey, which may equate to a 
stress-inducing situation—may demonstrate this mental state. These behaviors function to 
reinstate white racial equilibrium—something my survey challenged.  
To further illustrate this idea, I offer a personal anecdote: I think back to the time 
I was privileged to serve as a greeter at the 2014 memorial service for my professor, the 
inimitable Dr. Maya Angelou. My mother joined me as my one allowed guest to the 
service, which included speeches from Oprah Winfrey, President Bill Clinton, and First 
Lady Michelle Obama. Obama’s moving speech focused on how much the work of Dr. 
Angelou meant to her as a girl and young woman of color, before there were widespread 
public calls for representation in publishing. After the ceremony, my mother told me she 
felt Obama’s speech was purposefully divisive. While she couldn’t fully articulate why, I 
surmised it was because the talk focused on topics with which my mother had no 
personal experience, and that the emphasis on the women of color made my mother feel 
omitted from the narrative. The tables of white racial equilibrium were turned because 
Obama was talking about her own racial perspective as a woman of color, and this made 
my mother uncomfortable. The only way to balance that feeling was to insist that Obama 
was in the wrong, in some way. While my mother would never think her feelings were in 
any way racist, it seems to me they epitomize the challenge to the white equilibrium she 
always experienced as part of white-dominant society in North Carolina. I believe some 
survey participants felt similar emotions when confronted with materials that displayed 
the historical white supremacy of Confederate monuments and then asked about them.  
  27 
In addition to the five survey participants who indicated they were not 
surprised by any of the material they had seen in the experiment in the closed survey 
questions, several stated in their comments that they had previous knowledge of the white 
supremacist attitudes surrounding Confederate monuments in the past. Rather than 
acknowledging that those who were responsible for installing these memorials held those 
attitudes, the survey participants preferred to discuss them as a general attitude of most 
citizens of the United States during this time. As if to say, “everyone else was doing it, so 
it is no big deal,” but again, this way of thinking excludes anyone else who felt 
differently during the time period, and certainly those people did exist. It is also worth 
noting that though the participants often referred to racist attitudes “of the time” or “of 
the time period,” they also often made references to the Civil War in the same sentence or 
adjacent sentences, as if the monuments discussed in the archival documents were erected 
at the same time. They were not; they were installed in the years between 1909 and 1921, 
more than 50 years after the end of the Civil War. This information was provided with 
each archival document, but it is not clear whether the participants were aware of this 
time span.  
Additionally, only two participants explicitly denied any personal beliefs of white 
supremacy (“the highlighted text is unacceptable to me and offensive;” “the general 
racists attitudes were affronts to what this nation stands for”) and tried to distance those 
18th and 19th century racist attitudes from what today’s supporters of Confederate 
monuments believe. While it is true that public memory can change over time, can it 
completely reverse course and obscure a harmful past? And what does it mean when this 
memory belongs to only one group of people? To me, this indicates a disconnect between 
history and the public memory within this population, which one might call cognitive 
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dissonance. Cognitive dissonance occurs when a person believes that two of 
their psychological representations—or pieces of information—are inconsistent with each 
other. Joel Cooper (2007) cites social psychologist Leon Festinger to explain that this 
state of cognitive dissonance “is experienced as uncomfortable tension. This tension has 
drive-like properties and must be reduced.” Often, a person will form a new mental 
justification to resolve that tension. In this case, survey participants viewed the white 
supremacists’ orations in the archival material pertaining to several Confederate 
monuments, and in acknowledging that the public views racism unfavorably today, may 
have found a way to rationalize what they saw as a vestige of the past, but not something 
that applied to the monuments currently. This cognitive path may have led some of them 
to acknowledge that, sure, the people who helped install these monuments had those 
views, but proponents of the monuments today don’t hold the same beliefs. And while 
that may be true for some, the Unite the Right Rally in Charlottesville, Va., as mentioned 
in the literature review, is a good indication that many monument supporters do still hold 
those feelings and do apply them to Confederate monuments.  
Overall, it seems to me that, to many of these participants, the historical facts 
presented within the archival documents did not matter because they had already formed 
their own opinions. In fact, one respondent stated, “if you know history or have already 
done the research, it is not necessary” to study the historical context behind Confederate 
memorials. This is almost like saying that one already knows all there is to know, so there 
is no need to discover anything else about the topic. Again, DiAngelo (2011) states that 
this tactic allows people to “insulate themselves via claims that they are beyond the need 
for engaging with the content” because they “already know this,” which is a form of 
“resistance to the challenge of internalized dominance” (p. 56). It seems that, for some of 
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the participants of this survey, there is no more room for conversation or 
thought on the matter, which I believe contributes to the heightened national debate 
controversy over how to deal with Confederate memorials.  
 
Suggestions	for	future	research	
The responses to this questionnaire bring to light the question of the significance 
of monuments in general. Given that all respondents both before and after viewing the 
archival documents felt that removing monuments equated to erasing history, it seems 
that there is a general belief that memorialization represents neutral or objective historical 
facts and themes that apply to or represent all Americans, or at least in this case, all 
southerners. After all, white people are taught to see their perspectives as objective and 
representational of reality, which functions as a kind of blindness (DiAngelo, 2011). But 
scholars recognize that this is not the case: “No monument is neutral or objective, as 
these objects embody an interpretation of historical memory” (Labode, 2018; emphasis 
mine). And obviously, books, schools, and museums still discuss the Civil War, and there 
is no chance that removing a statue would interfere with that history lesson. These 
monuments memorialize what was important to their creators, as interpreted by those 
creators and the public today, and not a universal truth. And in the case of Confederate 
monuments, the creators wanted to indelibly impress on future generations that the values 
for which the South had fought—some would say these were honor, duty, and states’ 
rights, but this undoubtedly includes white supremacy based on the archival materials 
provided here and other scholarly work—were not defeated.  
So who decides what a monument means? As mentioned above, respondents’ 
opinions varied when it came to acknowledge the intentions of those who installed the 
  30 
monument. Is it important to understand why this monument was installed, or 
should today’s public decide what the monument means to them, regardless of its 
historical purpose? And in the case of the latter, whose opinion should be heard—those in 
support of the monuments or those who oppose? There are no easy answers to these 
questions, so perhaps it would behoove us to broaden the discussion to the significance of 
those monuments and what monuments commemorate in general, working toward a 
universally agreed upon definition.  
Moreover, if historical contextualization and interpretation does not affect how 
monument supporters feel, perhaps opponents should take to a different approach. If 
proponents listened to and learned, through personal connections, how descendants of the 
enslaved feel about the monuments, would that lead them to become more empathetic 
and recognize the harm that these monuments can cause? If all members of society could 
move beyond “political correctness” and understand this ideal means respect, courtesy, 
and inclusion, would it make a difference? These are questions worth asking and studying 
in future research, as I do not know the answers.  
Beyond these two ideas, it may behoove archivists to reconsider their function. 
Archivists usually see their roles as to collect, preserve, and make accessible records of 
historical value. They rarely see their role as an interpreter, though I would argue that 
they certainly do this work in appraisal, description, and outreach, especially because 
“archival repositories are highly selective in what they acquire, preserve, and make 
available” (Cox, 2012). Selection is a completely subjective assessment determined by 
the archivist or archivists themselves, not by some neutral determinant of historical 
significance. In fact, Cox writes that “our memory of the past is embedded in a vast array 
of documents whose contents and meaning have been constituted and shaped along a 
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long continuum of records manufacture astride which archivists are crucially 
poised.” Through this work of selecting which documents will be saved in the archive 
and how they will be described and preserved, which determines later access, archivists 
hold a “vital place in the creation of society’s memory” (Cox, 2012).  
That said, some believe that those who go beyond the codified roles of archivy 
into interpretation should be deemed “archivist activists” (Flinn, 2011). Activism in 
archives seems to be growing in popularity, and more than one participant in Rivas’s 
study recognized an opportunity for social change in their roles. Given that they “are 
experts not only in the data contained in their repositories but also in promoting 
productive, information-centered discussions . . . [a]rchivists should continue to find their 
voice and speak up to administration when they have the opportunity” (Rivas, 2019).  
Obviously, the archival material is there, and in many cases, it is published and 
available digitally. But it’s also hidden from mainstream view. Should it be the 
responsibility of the archivist to promote it? I believe so, especially because archives 
themselves have been shaped by decades—if not centuries—of bias that has excluded the 
voices of people of color, women, and other marginalized groups, and archivists owe it to 
help balance this power. McIntosh (1998) articulates the importance of the archivist’s 
role on public memory thusly: 
Are archivists independent creators of memory or handmaidens to the 
actual writers of our past? The answer is clear. Our memory of the past is 
embedded in a vast array of documents whose contents and meaning have 
been constituted and shaped along a long continuum of records 
manufacture astride which archivists are crucially poised. To be prepared 
to explain our archives-making across the spectrum of our work is to 
accept our accountability for these actions. It is also fully to acknowledge 
our authorship, our vital place in the creation of society’s memory. This is 
the agenda for a modern archival science. 
 
  




There is a fundamental divide between how proponents view monuments (almost 
as an objective statement on history) and those who view them as symbols of white 
supremacy (who have an understanding of the fundamentals of monument building and 
the legacy of racism in the United States). Confronting Confederate memorials is a 
complex, difficult task, because people must grapple with important issues of race, 
power, and history, which can upset white racial equilibrium for certain people. In this 
research study, just 14% of respondents—recruited from Confederate legacy societies—
displayed a slightly more complex understanding of this topic after reading archival 
documents that displayed the white supremacist attitudes of monument founders, but 
ultimately, all participants stated that their support of Confederate monuments did not 
change based this archival evidence. Providing deeper context of the white supremacy 
behind the installation of Confederate monuments in North Carolina did not alter the 
beliefs of the supporters of such monuments, and it is apparent that other opportunities 
much be determined to come to a consensus in this national debate. And while a survey is 
likely not the best method for understanding how members of Confederate legacy 
societies interpret these complex ideas, it did spark some understanding of possible 
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Appendix A. Survey Questions 
Survey Flow 
Block: Default Question Block (6 Questions) 
Branch: New Branch 
If 
If Which of the following comes closest to your opinion about what to do 
with monuments or memorials... Leave them just as they are. Is Selected 
Standard: Block 1 (1 Question) 
BlockRandomizer: 4 - 
Block: Block 2 (5 Questions) 
Standard: Block 3 (5 Questions) 
Standard: Block 4 (5 Questions) 
Standard: Block 5 (5 Questions) 
Standard: Block 6 (11 Questions) 
Branch: New Branch 
If 
If Would you like to enter a raffle for a chance to win one of four $50 gift 
cards? Yes Is Selected 
EndSurvey: Advanced 
Branch: New Branch 
If 
If Would you like to enter a raffle for a chance to win one of four $50 gift 
cards? Yes Is Not Selected 
EndSurvey: 
Page Break  
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The purpose of this study is to survey supporters of Confederate monuments to 
determine whether and how the contextualization of those monuments through archival 
documents might affect their beliefs or perceptions. Though this is a qualitative study 
and is not meant to be generalized to the broader population, it can inform further study 
on this national conversation.      
 
You will be asked a series of screening questions about your knowledge of historical 
context surrounding monuments to Confederate soldiers in general. Selected 
participants will then view several archival and library materials that provide historical 
context behind the installation of several monuments in North Carolina in the early 20th 
century. You will then be asked a final series of questions regarding the overall 
experience. While no psychological risks are anticipated, it is possible that some 
participants may experience emotional distress in response to seeing the content of 
these archival documents. You should keep in mind that results are anonymous and that 
you may end the survey at any time.      
 
Following the survey, you will have the opportunity to enter to win a $50 gift card as a 
thank you for your time. To enter, you will need to provide an email address, which will 
be stored separately from the survey data and will be destroyed once winners have been 
selected. Winners will be selected at random from this pool of email addresses and will 
be contacted once the survey period is over.       
 
By participating in this voluntary online survey, you consent to your anonymous 
responses being analyzed for a graduate student’s master’s paper at UNC. This survey 
will take approximately 30 minutes to complete, and participants should be as honest 
and open as possible. If you have questions or concerns about your rights as a research 
subject, you may contact the UNC Institutional Review Board at 919-966-3113 or by 
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Q1 Which of the following comes closest to your opinion about what to do with 
monuments or memorials to Confederate soldiers who died during the Civil War? 
o Leave them just as they are.  (1)  
o Leave them, but add a plaque or marker for context and historical interpretation.  
(2)  
o Move them to a museum or similar interpretive space.  (3)  




Q2 In your opinion, monuments to fallen Confederate soldiers symbolize what? [Check 
all that apply.] 
▢ Southern pride  (1)  
▢ History of the Civil War  (2)  
▢ White supremacy and/or racial conflict  (3)  
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Q3 In your opinion, does removing a Confederate monument equate to 
removing or rewriting history? 
o Yes  (1)  




Q4 Do you think it is important to consider the intentions of the monuments’ creators 
when thinking about Confederate monuments, or does this not matter?  
o Very unimportant  (1)  
o Somewhat unimportant  (2)  
o Neither important nor unimportant  (3)  
o Somewhat important  (4)  




Q5 Do you have a personal tie (such as Southern identity or heritage) to the 
Confederacy or any particular Confederate monument? 
o No  (1)  
o Yes—Please describe:  (2) 
________________________________________________ 
 
End of Block: Default Question Block  
  43 
Start of Block: Block 1 
 
Part II Archival documentation Now you will view selections of archival/library documents 
that provide some information about the installation of several Confederate monuments 
in North Carolina. These records were selected due to their availability online. They 
provide an adequate sampling but are in no means comprehensive of all monuments in 
North Carolina. For the purposes of this survey and in the interest of time, I will call your 
attention to specific excerpts, but you are welcome to read the full documents (links are 
provided) if you wish.  
 
End of Block: Block 1  
Start of Block: Block 2 
 
Q39 Timing 
First Click  (1) 
Last Click  (2) 
Page Submit  (3) 




Q9 The following is an excerpt of a speech delivered by Julian Carr at the unveiling of 
the Confederate monument known as Silent Sam on the campus of the University of 
North Carolina—Chapel Hill, N.C., in 1913. 
   
Source: Folder 26: Addresses, 1912-1914, Scans 93–112, in the Julian Shakespeare 
Carr Papers #141, Southern Historical Collection, The Wilson Library, University of North 
Carolina at Chapel Hill. Retrieved from https://finding-










Q13 Highlighted text:“The present generation, I am persuaded, scarcely takes note of 
what the Confederate soldier meant to the welfare of the Anglo-Saxon race during the 
four years immediately succeeding the war, when, the facts are, that their courage and 
steadfastness saved the very life of the Anglo Saxon race in the South — when “the 
bottom rail was on top” all over the Southern States, and to-day, as a consequence, the 
purest strain of the Anglo-Saxon is to be found in the 13 Southern states — Praise God.                           
 
“I trust I may be pardoned for one allusion, howbeit it is rather personal. One hundred 
yards from where we stand, less than ninety days perhaps after my return from 
Appomattox, I horse whipped a negro wench until her skirts hung in shreds, because 
upon the streets of this quiet village she had publicly insulted and maligned a Southern 
lady, and then rushed for protection in these University buildings where was stationed a 
garrison of 100 Federal soldiers. I performed the pleasing duty in the immediate 
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presence of the entire garrison, and for thirty nights afterwards slept with a 




Q14 In your opinion, how important is this excerpt in understanding the historical context 
of this Confederate monument?  
o Extremely important  (1)  
o Very important  (2)  
o Moderately important  (3)  
o Slightly important  (4)  
o Not at all important  (5)  
 
End of Block: Block 2  
Start of Block: Block 3 
 
Q40 Timing 
First Click  (1) 
Last Click  (2) 
Page Submit  (3) 




Q15 The following is an excerpt from a speech delivered by Judge Armistead Burwell, 
Associate Justice of the North Carolina Supreme Court, at the unveiling of Mt. Zion 
Confederate Soldiers Monument, Cornelius, N.C., in 1910.      Source: Burwell, A. 
(1910). “The Ideal Confederate Soldier: Unveiling Confederate Monument Cornelius, 
N.C., August 4th, 1910,” (Cornelius, N.C.). Pamphlet. Retrieved from 
https://archive.org/stream/idealconfederate00burw#page/n3/mode/2up.    
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Q44 Highlighted text:  
“Let [the silent soldier memorialized in this statue] speak . . . of love of race—his race—
for the protection of the purity of the home…”   . . .  “Be reminded by this silent soldier ... 




Q16 In your opinion, how important is this excerpt in understanding the historical context 
of this Confederate monument?  
o Extremely important  (1)  
o Very important  (2)  
o Moderately important  (3)  
o Slightly important  (4)  
o Not at all important  (5)  
 
End of Block: Block 3  
Start of Block: Block 4 
 
Q41 Timing 
First Click  (1) 
Last Click  (2) 
Page Submit  (3) 




Q19 The following is an excerpt from a pamphlet produced by the Oxford, N.C., chapter 
of the United Daughters of the Confederacy quoting Governor William Kitchin’s speech 
at the unveiling of the Granville County Confederate Monument, Oxford, N.C., in 
1909.    Source: Granville Grays Chapter, United Daughters Confederacy. [Corner Stone 
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of Confederate Monument Laid]. (1909). Oxford, N.C. : Orphanage Press  
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Q22 Highlighted text:   “[Gov. Kitchin’s] tribute to the white race was equally strong. He 
declared [in his speech] he would not trespass on the feelings of a colored man, and 
spoke in kindness, but in truth. This proud race, to which the Confederate veteran 
belongs, has encountered many obstacles in its upward march; it has encountered other 
races, but its superiority has ever been demonstrated under anything like fair 
circumstances. He told what the race had accomplished, after contact with the races of 
every other color, no race ever being able to impede the onward march of the white 
race. He was glad many of the veterans had lived to see the day ‘when the world is 
beginning to appreciate that it is not in the power of all the armies ever drilled or any 




Q21 In your opinion, how important is this excerpt in understanding the historical context 
of this Confederate monument?  
o Extremely important  (1)  
o Very important  (2)  
o Moderately important  (3)  
o Slightly important  (4)  
o Not at all important  (5)  
 
End of Block: Block 4  
Start of Block: Block 5 
 
Q42 Timing 
First Click  (1) 
Last Click  (2) 
Page Submit  (3) 
Click Count  (4) 
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Q23 The following is an excerpt from a speech delivered by Chief Executive of the North 
Carolina Daughters of the Confederacy Mary Kerr Spencer at the unveiling of Caswell 
County Confederate Monument in Yanceyville, N.C., in 1921.  
 
Source: Anderson, George A. (1921). Caswell County in the World War, 1917-1918. 
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Q25 Highlighted text:  “We are proud of the fact that North Carolina has the finest and 





Q26 In your opinion, how important is this excerpt in understanding the historical context 
of this Confederate monument?  
o Extremely important  (1)  
o Very important  (2)  
o Moderately important  (3)  
o Slightly important  (4)  
o Not at all important  (5)  
 
End of Block: Block 5  
Start of Block: Block 6 
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Q47 How carefully did you read the highlighted sections of the archival 
documentation previously presented in this survey? 
o Read them fully.  (1)  
o Skimmed all or some of them.  (2)  
o Skipped all or some of them.  (3)  





Q27 After reading these documents, which of the following comes closest to your 
opinion about what to do with monuments or memorials to Confederate soldiers who 
died during the Civil War? 
o Leave them just as they are.  (1)  
o Leave them, but add a plaque or marker for context and historical interpretation.  
(2)  
o Move them to a museum.  (3)  
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Q28 After reading these documents, in your opinion, monuments to fallen 
Confederate soldiers symbolize what? [Check all that apply] 
▢ Southern pride  (1)  
▢ History of the Civil War  (2)  
▢ White supremacy and/or racial conflict  (3)  





Q29 After reading these documents, do you think that removing a Confederate 
monument equates to removing or rewriting history? 
o Yes  (1)  
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Q30 Do you think it is important to consider the intentions of the monuments’ 
creators when thinking about Confederate monuments, or does this not matter?  
o Very unimportant  (1)  
o Somewhat unimportant  (2)  
o Neither important nor unimportant  (3)  
o Somewhat important  (4)  




Q32 Were you already familiar with any of the material you saw today? 
o Yes—please elaborate.  (1) 
________________________________________________ 
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Q33 Did anything you saw today surprise you?  
o Yes—please elaborate.  (1) 
________________________________________________ 





Q35 Do you feel that the documents you saw today have changed your understanding of 
the historical context around Confederate monuments in general? 
o Yes—please elaborate.  (1) 
________________________________________________ 





Q36 Do you think it is important to study the historical context behind monuments? Why 
or why not? 
o Yes—please elaborate.  (1) 
________________________________________________ 
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Q46 Would you like to enter a raffle for a chance to win a $50 gift card? 
o Yes  (1)  
o No  (2)  
 
End of Block: Block 6  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
